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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

All participants (applicant, applicants representative, PTO personnel): 

iW WiWam Luther , • <3) - 

(2\ Tom Scoff • — W ■ 

Date of Interview ^ Jon 7. ^000 

Type: KfTelephonic ffierconal (copy is given to ^licant artBicanfs representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: l89. If yes. brief description: • 



Agreement Oas reached. ®as not reached. 
Claim(s) discussed: n/a 

Identification of prior art discussed: 

'. 



Description of the general nature of what was agreed to If an agreement v»as reached, or any other comments: 

PyV reouests ct^rificBtion for w^i^n ^^oiicBnts intend to honor their Bareement. made eorox, 1 1/2 Year ago. t<? cpn^olidat^ m 

fiDDlication (see attachment 3 y^t\f*n siter th e agreement eDDlicants ectualhr acted on the eQivement e? egrfy 

3/S/Q9) Ex-r notes that aPDlic^nff; have aile o ed that the 'eareement to consolidate' corragPPntfg fP (ft? PfW^s Illustrate^ fn 
attachment IS stao 2 wherein f>pniicants h a ve alleged thev would necessarflv provide the Interview ^mm^fY gpffo?Pgf?tf/ffg 

to attachment 2 for meeting etff r/imenf t*s sf e o 2 However ePDlicants have felled, to date. fP prpwV? gffagftmwf ^ PPT 

meeting attachment 1: accordinniv apDlicant s have failed to meet their commitment for orovldinQ ettachmer^t Z g^t^ thpff 

commitment for performing f/>e ifistant consolidation. — 



(A fuller description, If necessary, and a copy of the amendments, If available, v^iich the examiner agreed vroukJ render 
the claims allowable must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendents which vrould render the claims allowable 
is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

1. □ tt is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the Interview. 

Unless the Daraoraph above has been checked to Indicate to the contrary, A FORMAL WRiTTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST 
OFFICE ACTION IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 
71 3 04) If a response to the last Office action has already been filed. APPUCANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMEf^ OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. 



2. □ 



Since the Examiner^ inten^ew summary above (Including any attachments) reflects a complete response to 
each of the objections rejections and requirements that may be present in the last Office action, and since the 
claims are now allowable, this completed form is considered to fulfili the response requirements of the last 
Office action. Applicant is not relieved from providing a separate record of the Inten^ew unless box 1 above 
is also checiced. 



Examirief Nola: You must sign and stamp this fonn unless B to an attachment to a slon«d Office acUca 
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Interview Summary Attachment 

USPTO Serial No. 08/AAA,AAA 
Attorney Docket No. 05634.000A 
Filing Dale: August 30, 1993 

Art Unit 2737 
Examiner FAILE,A. 

AppUcants hereby present a pieliminaiy amendment to the above-identified appU^on 
Xig the foUowing claim(s) from the foUowing awbcati<» sciid riumbj^^ and hereby 
expressly abandon the foUowing corresponding appbcaiion(8) as mdicated below: 



Claims 


AppUcations Serial No(i). 


Expressly Abandon 
AppUcatioii(t) 


X 


08/XXX.XXX 




y 


08/VYY,YYY 


Abandoned 


z 


08/777.77Z 


Abandoned 



The preliminary amendment adding the above-identified clairns is herebyaiiered in the 
above-identified application and examined along vath origmal cUums XXX. An action 
on the merits is to follow. 



Date:, 



, 1999. 



DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is in response to i7bfQ9. Remarks that exist for pending claims'2^2^4, have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Overview. 

As a preliminary matter, it is understood that applicants and the PTd have agreed to 
consolidate co-pending applications from --329 in number to -78 in number wherein applicants 
"claim" priority benefit under Section 120 for Ml/78 to 9/1 1/87 ('87), and -3^/78 to 1 1/3/81 
('81) However, to date, applicants have failed to complete the consolidation. Ror example aM i 
for illustration, in the group of 37/78, examiner finds consolidation papers for only^ of 37.' 
Applicants must understand that their failure, to date, to complete the consolation has contributed 
to delay in prosecution, noting that the agreement to consolidate was made over an entire year 
ago.^ Clarification is requested for when applicants intend to carry forth completion of their 



'See Appendix B for examiners count of cases having consolidation papers. It is noted, 
for ex, that "group" 8 fails to map the claims, and hence is not v^thin consonance of agreement 
and therefore is recognized as an amendment to an outstanding office action. 



^For illustration, it is noted that the co-pending application no. 08/474,964 (see "group" 
30 in Appendix B) consolidation was received 3/9/99. Therein, on page 9 (paper 20), applicants 
lllege "In consonance v^th the agreement*..Applicants...join the claims", etc. 




